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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

1. Claims 5-9, 11, 21-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by 

US patent #5,799,292 (Hekmatpour). 

- As for claims 5, 21 : Hekmatpour teaches a computer implemented method and 
corresponding system for rendering hypermedia documents to be displayed on a 
networked cUent display device, customized to the user on the basis of prior user 
interaction with the hypermedia documents (see the abstract). Per Hekmatpour, the 
hypermedia documents can be web pages (10:40-45). Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to implement 
Hekmatpour' s teaching in web pages presentation as suggested. In light of the 
combining, Hekmatpour discloses the steps/means for: 
for each of a plurality of web pages having different network addresses: 
receiving user request to view the web page (inherently included), 
in response to user request, retrieving the web page according to a respective network 
address (fig 3a), evaluating a user profile of navigation history (data structure) to 
determine if there is a user interaction entry relating to the web page, the entry 
includes a user interactive field, if the there is a user interaction entry, determining if 
the entry field exists on the web page (2:61 -3:11; 7:49-53), 

rendering the web page on the display according to a logical display order specified in 
a logical page, so that the entry field viewable on the display and positioning a 
portion of the page outside the viewable area, thereby eliminating fi-om having to 
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reposition the page to bring the user interaction field into viewable area (7:28-32, 49- 
53; 8:35 - 9:9). Note that a web page is a lengthy we document that is only a portion 
of the page is visible in the browser window, thus the rendering is caused by 
automatically scrolling the portion onto the display screen. A scroll bar is displayed 
on the side of the web page allowing the user to scroll up and down the page (figs 3- 
6). 

- As for claims 6: The user interaction field is removed fi-om current location and 
moved to a top portion of the view area (7:28-32; 8:41-55). 

- As for claim 7: The user profile of navigation history includes a plurality of user 
interaction fields (8:41-55). Other interaction fields can be moved to viewable area 
on the display screen in the same manner. Figures 6a-c disclose the rearranging of 
user interactive field based on fi-equency and recency of interaction, wherein a second 
interactive field is moved to the top of the display. 

- As for claim 8: Each user interacted object is associated with a count, the count 
associated with the second interacted object greater than the first (7:33-58; 8:41-52). 

- As for claim 9: If the count are equal for both entries, then a time value can be used. 
Object selected most recently (i.e., greater time value) is given more weight (8:51- 
55). 

- As for claim 11:- Hekmatpour teaches a computer implemented method and 
corresponding system for rendering hypermedia documents to be displayed on a 
networked client display device, customized to the user on the basis of prior user 
interaction with the hypermedia documents (see the abstract). Per Hekmatpour, the 
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hypermedia documents can be web pages (10:40-45). Thus it would have been 

obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to implement 

Hekmatpour's teaching in web pages presentation as suggested. In Hght of the 

combining, Hekmatpour discloses the steps/means for: 

for each of a pluraKty of web pages having different network addresses: 

receiving user request to view the web page (inherently included), 

in response to user request, retrieving the web page according to a respective network 

address (fig 3a), evaluating a user profile of navigation history (data structure) to 

determine if there is a user interaction entry relating to the web page, the entry 

includes a user interactive field, if the there is a user interaction entry, determining if 

the entry field exists on the web page (2:61 - 3: 1 1; 7:49-53), 

rendering the web page on the display according to a logical display order specified in 
a logical page, so that the entry field viewable on the display and positioning a 
portion of the page outside the viewable area, thereby eliminating fi-om having to 
reposition the page to bring the user interaction field into viewable area (7:28-32, 49- 
53; 8:35 - 9:9). Note that a web page is a lengthy we document that is only a portion 
of the page is visible in the browser window, thus the rendering is caused by 
automatically scrolling the portion onto the display screen. A scroll bar is displayed 
on the side of the web page allowing the user to scroll up and down the page (figs 3- 
6). The user profile of navigation history includes a plurality of user interaction fields 
(8:41-55). Other interaction fields can be moved to viewable area on the display 
screen in the same manner. Figures 6a-c disclose the rearranging of user interactive 
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field based on frequency and recency of interaction, wherein a second interactive 
field is moved to the top of the display. The moving is done by repositioning the web 
page relative to the display screen. 

- As for claims 22, 23: Since user's interest web objects are displayed according a 
display order, the determination of whether an object is not positioned in the viewable 
area as a defauh arrangement is inherently included in the teaching of Display Order 
calculation (8:38-40), 

- As for claim 23: All of the user interactive fields can be displayed in the viewable 
area (8:41-55; 9:15-43). 

- As for claim 24: The user interaction entry can be a table entry, a link, a data entered 
interaction entry, or a scrolling entry (see descriptions of figures 6-9). 

As for claim 25: Hekmatpour fails to clearly teach that the data structure includes 
the time spent displaying the electronic document element on the display during prior 
user interaction with the electronic document. However Official notice is taken that 
implementation of measuring the time spends at a display object as an indication of 
user preference is well known in the art of web information display (see US patent 
#6,487,541, 1:40-62, and US patent #6,412,012, 2:35-46). It would have been 
obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the 
well known implementation of measuring the time spend at a display object as an 
indication of user preference to Hekmatpour' s user profile data structure. Motivation 
of the combining is for the advantage of enhancing the prediction of user preference. 
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- As for claim 26: Hekmatpour teaches a computer implemented method and 
corresponding system for rendering hypermedia documents to be displayed on a 
networked client display device, customized to the user on the basis of prior user 
interaction with the hypermedia documents (see the abstract). Per Hekmatpour, the 
hypermedia documents can be web pages (10:40-45). Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to implement 
Hekmatpour' s teaching in web pages presentation as suggested. In light of the 
combining, Hekmatpour discloses the steps/means for: 
for each of a plurality of web pages having different network addresses: 
receiving user request to view the web page (inherently included), 
in response to user request, retrieving the web page according to a respective network 
address (fig 3a), evaluating a user profile of navigation history (data structure) to 
determine if there is a user interaction entry relating to the web page, the entry 
includes a user interactive field, if the there is a user interaction entry, determining if 
the entry field exists on the web page (2:61 -3:11; 7:49-53), 

rendering the web page on the display according to a logical display order specified in 
a logical page, so that the entry field viewable on the display and positioning a 
portion of the page outside the viewable area, thereby eliminating from having to 
reposition the page to bring the user interaction field into viewable area (7:28-32, 49- 
53; 8:35 - 9:9). Note that a web page is a lengthy we document that is only a portion 
of the page is visible in the browser window, thus the rendering is caused by 
automatically scrolling the portion onto the display screen. A scroll bar is displayed 
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on the side of the web page allowing the user to scroll up and down the page (figs 3- 
6). 

- As for claims 21, 28, 29: The page is rendered by rearranging the layout of the page, 
wherein at least one element of the page is positioned at the top of the page (7:28-32; 
8:41-55). 

- As for claims 30, 3 1 : Scroll bars are provided allowing the user to scroll the page 
(see the drawings). 

Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are not deemed persuasive. 
Remarks: 

In response to the argument that Hekmatpour does not teach automatic scrolling of the 
web page, the web page inherently is a long document that only a portion of the page is 
displayed in the browser window, thus automatically repositioning the user interaction field on 
the display is automatically scrolling the page to the portion containing the interaction field. The 
automatic scrolHng in Hekmatpour is a programmatic function since it is automatic. The 
automatic scrolHng minimizes the amount of manual scrolling operations performed by the user 
(7:31-33, 10: 13-16, 30-31). In response to the argument that Hekmatpour's web page can not be 
scrolled upward, this argument does not have support since the page is provided with the scroll 
bar for scrolling up and down (figs 3-6). 



Conclusion 
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3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ba Huynh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4138, The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The formal fax number is 571-273- 
8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for pubUshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Bad Huynh 
Primary Examiner 
AU2179 
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